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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/21/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3 and 5-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sebesta et al (Sebesta), U S Patent No. 6324681 in view of Gryphon et al. 
(Gryphon), U S Patent No. 6233537. 

Regarding claim 1 , Sebesta discloses a method of adding an event source to a 
transaction processing system having a workflow server engine "On-Line Transaction 
Processing OLTP" comprising (Col 2 lines 35-45 and Fig. 5): defining the event source 
"DCOM client/server component" in a workflow database (Col 2, lines 50-60, col 4, lines 
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55-60 and col 5, lines 5-15); [event is defined by the view file] creating at least one 
executable function which creates a data structure that receives events coming from the 
event source (Col w, line 65-col 3, line 10, col 6, lines 5-10); and 
creating a workflow to be executed on the workflow server engine, said workflow 
triggered by the executable function in response to receipt of an event from the event 
source "standard call from a client to OLTP" (Col 3 lines 5-15 and col 6 lines 5-15). 
Although Sebesta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, it does explicitly 
disclose conditional event rule associated with the workflow and workflow triggers 
configured to return results to the event source. 

However, Gryphon teaches conditional event rule associated with the workflow and 
workflow triggers configured to return results to the event source (see e.g. col. 5 line 60- 
col. 6 line 20, col. 6 lines 47-65, col. 7 lines 14-57 and col. 10 lines 20-40). 
At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the teachings of Gryphon with that of Sebesta. Motivation for doing so would 
have been to develop business processes utilizing conditions and triggers that would 
initialize cause the event rules to be deployed in a rapid and efficient manner. 

Regarding claim 2, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the event definition includes an 
event id "universal unique identification UUID" (Col 6 lines 15-20 and lines 55-65). 



Regarding claim 3, Sebesta- Gryphon disclose, that the created workflow is associated 
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with the event id so that the created workflow is executed in response to any event 
having the event id (Col 6 lines 55-65). 

Regarding claim 5, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the event definition includes a list of 
parameters associated with the event (Col 5, lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 6, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the at least one executable function 
is comprised of a dynamic link library (Col 3, lines 15-25). 

Regarding claim 7, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the at least one executable function 
is designed to send an event to the workflow server engine (Col 6, line 55-Col 7, line 2). 

Regarding claim 8, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the event source is added without 
changing the workflow server engine (Col 3, lines 5-25). The DCOM client and server 
plays the role of a proxy thus there is no change in the OLTP (workflow server engine). 

Regarding claim 9, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches further comprising creating at least one 
rule for associating an event from the added event source with the workflow (Col 2, lines 
55-60). The view files details what is required of the format and how it will be used. 

Regarding claim 11, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the event definition includes at 
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least one parameter, and that the created at least one rule includes the use of the at 
least one parameter (Col 2 lines 55-65). 

Regarding claim 12, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that a plurality of events are defined in 
the workflow database, the method further comprising categorizing the events into a 
plurality of event types (Col 2, lines 45-60 and Col 3 lines 1-10). 

Regarding claim 14, Sebesta discloses a method of adding a new subsystem "DCOM" 
to a workflow server engine "OLTP" having a plurality of subsystems (DCOMs for clients 
and servers) for providing events to the workflow server engine, the method comprising 
(Col 3, lines 1-30 and Fig. 5): 

defining an event which will be generated by the new subsystem (Col 2 lines 50-60, Col 
4 lines 55-60, and Col 5, lines 5-15): 

creating a dynamic link library for creating a data structure that receives the defined 
event (Col 3, lines 15-25); and 

associating the defined event with a workflow is executed on the workflow server 
engine, said workflow triggered by the dynamic link library in response to receipt of an 
event from the new subsystem (Col 3, lines 5-15 and Col 6, lines 5-15). 
Although Sebesta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, it does explicitly 
disclose conditional event rule associated with the workflow and workflow triggers 
configured to return results to the event source. 
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However, Gryphon teaches conditional event rule associated with the workflow and 
workflow triggers configured to return results to the event source (see e.g. col. 5 line 60- 
col. 6 line 20, col. 6 lines 47-65, col. 7 lines 14-57 and col. 10 lines 20-40). The same 
motivation utilized in the combination of claim 1, equally applies as well to claim 14. 

Regarding claim 15, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the dynamic link library creates a 
data structure for the defined event (Col 3, lines 10-25). 

Regarding claim 16, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that defining the event further 
comprises assigning an event id to the event (Col 6 lines 55-65). 

Regarding claim 17, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that defining the event further 
comprises associating a plurality of parameters to the event (Col 2, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 18, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the plurality of subsystems also 
have a plurality of associated events (Col 3, lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 19, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches further comprising exchanging events 
between different subsystems during the execution of the workflow (Col 3, lines 10-30). 

Regarding claim 20, Sebesta discloses an apparatus for executing a transaction task 
within a transaction processing "OLTP" system comprising (Col 2, lines 5-15 and Fig. 
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5): 

a plurality of event providers (Client making a standard call using C, C++, Visual Basic) 
for providing a source of events to the transaction processing system (Col 3, lines 1-15); 
a database with a workflow server application program interface that stores information 
relating to the events provided by the event providers (Col 2, lines 45-55 and Col 6 lines 
55-65); The place of storage used by the developer to store file that will be access by 
the DCOM client. 

a workflow server engine "OLTP" for executing workflows, said workflows triggered in 
response to receipt of events from the plurality of event providers (Col 3 lines 20-30); 
and 

a workflow editor for creating and editing workflows to be executed on the workflow 
server engine (Col2, lines 45-55 and Col 10, lines 5-20). This is the tool used by the < 
developer to create the service. 

Although Sebesta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, it does explicitly 
disclose conditional event rule associated with the workflow and workflow triggers 
configured to return results to the event source. 

However, Gryphon teaches conditional event rule associated with the workflow and 
workflow triggers configured to return results to the event source (see e.g. col. 5 line 60- 
col. 6 line 20, col. 6 lines 47-65, col. 7 lines 14-57 and col. 10 lines 20-40). The same 
motivation utilized in the combination of claim 1, equally applies as well to claim 20. 



Regarding claim 21, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches further comprising: 
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a new event provider (Col 3, lines 1-15); 

a dynamic link library associated with the new event provider for allowing the new 
event provider to provide events to the workflow server engine (Col 3, lines 15-25). 

Regarding claim 22, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the dynamic link library allows the 
new event provider to provide events to the workflow server engine without changing 
the workflow server engine (Col 3, lines 15-30). 

Regarding claim 23, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the transaction processing system 
collects step execution information (Col 4, lines 10-20). 

Regarding claim 24, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the collected information includes 
information relating to the number of times a branch was executed by the workflow 
server engine (Col 4, lines 35-50). 

Regarding claim 25, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the collected information includes 
information relating to the step execution time for at least one step executed by the 
workflow server engine (Col 4, lines 10-20). 

Regarding claim 26, Sebesta discloses workflow execution system comprising: 
a workflow server engine "OLTP" adapted to execute workflow "DCOM client and 
server" on the workflow server engine in response to an event "standard call from a 
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DCOM client" (Col 3, lines 1-35 and Fig. 5): 

a database server (Col 2, lines 45-55) that receives the event and that triggers the 
workflow server engine to execute workflow (Col 3, lines 5-25); 
a plurality of subsystems for providing the events to the workflow server engine "OLTP"; 
and that components of the workflow server engine are standards-based components 
"DCOM" (Col 3, lines 5-25). 

Although Sebesta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, it does explicitly 
disclose conditional event rule associated with the workflow and workflow triggers 
configured to return results to the event source. 

However, Gryphon teaches conditional event rule associated with the workflow and 
workflow triggers configured to return results to the event source (see e.g. col. 5 line 60- 
col. 6 line 20, col. 6 lines 47-65, col. 7 lines 14-57 and col. 10 lines 20-40). The same 
motivation utilized in the combination of claim 1 , equally applies as well to claim 20. 

Regarding claim 27, Sebesta- Gryphon teaches that the components are comprised of 
ActiveX controls "X/Open compliant" (Col 5, lines 1-10). 

Claims 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sebesta et al (Sebesta), U S Patent No. 6324681 in view of Gryphon et al. (Gryphon), U 
S Patent No. 6233537, as applied to claim 1 , and further in view of Du et al. (Du), U. S. 
Patent No. 6078982. 



Application/Control Number: 09/557,334 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2144 

Regarding claim 10, Sebesta in view of Gryphon discloses the invention substantially as. 
claimed however; they do not explicitly disclose locking mechanism for keeping the 
consistency of the workflow process. 

Du teaches workflow management system that utilizes locking mechanism for allowing 
consistent and current workflow execution process (see fig. 9, col. 2 lines 32-49 and col. 
9 line 44- col. 10 line 4). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skills in the art to combine the teachings of Sebesta in view of 
Gryphon with that of Du. Motivation for doing so would have been to produce workflow 
process execution that is consistent, correct, current, efficient and flexible (see Du, col. 
1 lines 44-46). 

Regarding claim 13, although Sebesta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, 
it does not explicitly disclose maintaining a sorted list of currently loaded event workflow 
and searches the sorted workflow events. 

Du teaches a queue manager that keeps track of events workflow, process instances 
and log of the workflow process execution (see fig 4 and col. 6 line 47-col. 7 line 33). 
At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skills in 
the art to combine the teaches of Sebesta in view of Gryphon with that of Du. Motivation 
for doing so would have been to monitor and keep track of the execution processes of 
various workflow events. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3 and 5-27 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Prior Art of Record 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please refer to form PTO-892 (Notice of Reference Cited) for a 
list of relevant prior art. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohamed Ibrahim whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1 132. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William C. Vaughn, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3922. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




